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REMARKS 

Claims 1-3, 5-9, 11-15, 17 and 18 are pending in the application. Claims 1, 7 and 
13 are the independent claims. Claims 1, 5-7, 1 1-13, 17 and 18 are sought to be 
amended. Claims 4, 10 and 16 are sought to be cancelled without prejudice or 
disclaimer. Entry and consideration of this Amendment is respectfully requested. No 
new matter is believed to have been introduced by this Amendment. 

Applicants have made the above Amendment to more particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicants regard as the invention. Based on 
the above Amendment and the following remarks, Applicants respectfully request that the 
Examiner reconsider and withdraw all outstanding rejections. 

Objection to the Specification 

The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter in claims 13-18 that recite: A machine readable medium 
having stored therein a plurality of machine readable instructions. Applicants 
respectfully disagree with the Examiner. The originally filed specification of the instant 
application on page 8 describes the invention as follows (underline added): 

FIG. 3 illustrates a flow diagram of an embodiment 
300 of a process for enabling a control method executed 
by the operating system under ACPI control to handle 
tasks, including complex tasks. The processor alono with 
a memory includes a software routine that, during runtime, 
detects the assertion of a signal on the task register bit 
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connected to the device. The assertion of the signal on the 
task register bit and then determination that the task 
comprises a complex task suitable for execution by the 
SMI handler, calls the software routine . The software 
routine obviates the need for the ACPI ASL code to 
execute complex instructions more suitable for the SMI 
handler to execute. Enable bits are read and written by 
software, and indicate to the system whether a task 
occurrence from a particular device is to be executed by 
the SMI handler instead. 

Applicants respectfully assert that the discussion of the present invention being 
implemented via a "software routine'' in the specification provides the proper antecedent 
basis for the claimed subject matter in claims 13-18 because one skilled in the art knows 
that software is embodied in a machine readable medium having stored therein a plurality 
of machine readable instructions (as claimed). Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 
request that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the objection to the specification. 

Claim Discussion - 35 USC SI 12, second paragraph 

Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 USC §1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite regarding the claim language of '^complex task". Applicants have amended 
claims 1-18 to delete all references to a "complex task" from the claims. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the 35 USC 
§112, second paragraph, rejection to claims 1-18. 
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Claim Discussion - 35 USC S$102 and 103(a) 
The Examiner rejected claims 1 and 13 under 35 USC §102(b) as being 
anticipated by Hobson, US Patent No. 6,122,748. The Examiner rejected claims 2, 3, 7- 
9, 14 and 15 under 35 USC §103(a) as being unpatentable over Hobson in view of Intel 
[Intel's SL Enhanced Intel486 Microprocessor Family, June 1993]. Applicants 
respectfully traverse these rejections with regard to claims 1-3, 7-9 and 13-15 since 
Hobson and Intel, either taken alone or in combination, do not teach or suggest 
independent claims 1, 7 and 13 for at least the following reason. 

Independent claims 1, 7 and 13 have been amended to incorporate the subject 
matter of claims 4, 10 and 16, respectively. Claims 4, 10 and 16 are not rejected due to 
prior art. Accordingly, Applicants assert that amended claims 1, 7 and 13 (and their 
respective pending dependent claims) are patentable over the art of record. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully request that the rejections under 35 U.S.C. §§ 1 02(b) and 1 03(a) 
be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

INVITATION FOR A TELEPHONE INTERVIEW 

The Examiner is invited to call the undersigned, Molly A. McCall, at (703) 633- 
0931 if there remains any issue with allowance of the case. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicants respectfully submit that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been 
properly traversed accommodated or rendered moot. Applicants believe that a full and 
complete response has been made to the outstanding Office Action, Thus, Applicants 
believe that the present application is in condition for allowance, and as such. Applicants 
respectfully request reconsideration and v/ithdrawal of the outstanding rejections, and 
allowance of this application. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Intel Corporation 



Dated: August 29, 2007 /Molly A. McCall/ Reg. No. 46.126 

Molly A. McCall 
(703) 633-0931 
Intel Corporation 
do Intellevate, LLC 
P.O. Box 52050 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
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